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Non-equilibrium Thermodynamic Dissolution Theory for Multi-Component
Solid/Liquid Surfaces involving Surface Adsorption and Radiolysis Kinetics

Ray B. Stout, University of California/LLNL
POBOX 808, L-631, Livermore, CA 94550

ABSTRACT: A theoretical expression is developed for the dissolution rate response
for multi-component radioactive materials that have surface adsorption kinetics and
radiolysis kinetics when wetted by a multi-component aqueous solution. An
application for this type of dissolution response is the performance evaluation of
multi-component spent nuclear fuels(SNFs) for long term interim storage and for
geological disposition. Typically, SNF compositions depend on initial composition,
uranium oxide and metal alloys being most common, and on reactor burnup which
results in a wide range of fission product and actinide concentrations that decay by
alpha, beta, and gamma radiation. These compositional/burnup ranges of SNFS,
whether placed in interim storage or emplaced in a geologic repository, will potentially
be wetted by multi-component aqueous solutions, and these solutions may be further
altered by radiolytic aqueous species due to three radiation fields. The solid states of
the SNFS are not thermodynamically stable when wetted and will dissolve, with or
without radiolysis. The following development of a dissolution theory is based on a
non-equilibrium thermodynamic analysis of energy reactions and energy transport
across a solid-liquid phase change discontinuity that propagates at a quasi-steady,
dissolution velocity. The integral form of the energy balance equation is used for this
spatial surface discontinuity analysis. The integral formulation contains internal
energy functional of classical thermodynamics for both the SNFS’ solid state and
surface adsorption species, and the adjacent liquid state, which includes radiolytic
chemical species. The steady-state concentrations of radiolytic chemical species are
expressed by an approximate analysis of the decay radiation transport equation. For
purposes of illustration a modified Temkin adsorption isotherm was assumed for the
surface adsorption kinetics on an arbitrary, finite area of the solid-liquid dissolution
interface. For one of the two models developed, the propagation velocity of the solid-
Iiquid dissolution interface is assumed proportional to configurational entropy
discontinuity across the interface. Based on this assumption, the derived functional
forms for non-equilibrium rate-thermodynamic force relationships are different from
the near-equilibrium, linear rate-thermodynamic force relationships derived from the
non-negative entropy dissipation requirement used in the classical approach of
Onsager. These analyses of non-equilibrium thermodynamic processes across a
propagating discontinuity, along with other idealized dissolution processes that
depend on surface adsorption and radiolysis kinetics, provide generic dissolution
response functions for empirical and/or regression analysis of data.

Introduction

Most engineering problems involving corrosive dissolution deal with finding a suitable
material that has sufficient corrosion resistance when exposed to the expected
environmental conditions to met or exceed the design requirements. In most design



situations, the materials’ composition is well known, controlled, and stable during
service lifetime. The same, or a similar, state of knowledge is often established for
the environmental conditions. In a difficult classical design situation, the material
selection process may be extended in order to optimize corrosion performance, and
the composition of a potential material may be varied in a narrow sense and tests
performed over a narrow subset of pre-assigned bounding states of the
environmental conditions. The engineering approach is to establish causal
relationships for the rate of corrosive dissolution as a function of the variations in the
solid material’s composition and in the environmental conditions. In idealized and
restricted testing cases, and for those situations where an element of good luck plays
a deterministic role, causal relationships for dissolution rate data may be relatively
simple, and provide support for an intrinsic solid-to-liquid species chemical reaction
proposed in a simple stoichiometric relationship. [n such cases, this forms and
substantiates the basis for a conjectured understanding and mechanistic theory of
corrosive dissolution for the given material subjected to the prescribed environmental
conditions. However, there are many complex engineering and physically observed
corrosive processes for which relationships of dissolution rate data are not simple
over a wide subset of multi-variations in the material’s composition and the
environmental conditions. In these corrosion cases, an applicable generalized
understanding and an applicable mechanistic theory are not readily established, nor
in most cases possible to establish, using mono-causal concepts and relationships
from models and theory of either chemical reaction/transport surface kinetics, or
surface adsorption kinetics, or radiolysis kinetics across a surface. In these cases,
the reasons for the difficulties in establishing an understanding and a mechanistic
theory are usual attributed to a combination, or coupling, of the three classifications of
surface kinetics processes. A general analyses for the coupled kinetics of these three
surface processes has not been completed. An analysis to couple dissolution and
active surface site reactions has been completed[Ref 1], where active sites also
addressed precipitation reactions on the surface. The dissolution developments
herein will not consider precipitation explicitly, along with its host of kinetics and
stoichiometric list of problems. Here, the dissolution developments will extend an
initial step to couple the chemical reaction/transport surface kinetics and the surface
adsorption kinetics that have been proposed for the dissolution response of uranium
dioxide spent nuclear fuels[Ref 2], but some details of that analyses were not fully
completed. For processes involving only these two surface kinetics, detailed analyses
are being completed elsewhere[Ref 3, 4]. The following section contains a brief
theoretical development for dissolution rate response across a multi-component
solid/liquid surface that combines interdependent models and theories from all three
surface kinetics processes. The theoretical results illustrate multi-causal concepts
and relationships from the potential couplings and analytical complexities for
dissolution involving the three surface kinetics processes. However, the results also
clearly demonstrate why it is that simple stoichiometric relationships are often not
experimentally substantiated if the corrosive dissolution processes are coupled to two
or three of these surface kinetics processes. Furthermore, if one performs limited
tests for dissolution rate data over narrow, mono-variations of prescribed controlled
variable conditions for both the material and aqueous compositions, the measured



mono-subsets of test data may be used to conjecture separate mono-casual
relationships in the form of numerical regression models. But the general validity and
application of such conjectures, with respect to understanding, mechanism, and
uncertainty, should be applied with utmost caution as the mono-casual relationships
are not functionally representative of the analytical complexities for dissolution
involving multi-surface kinetics processes. Hopefully, the following analyses will attain
a level of rigor and clarity to provide both sufficient and necessary reasons to support
the statement of caution.

Dissolution Analyses across a Moving Solid/Liquid Interface

Most of the analytical steps in the following are general statements to analyze non-
equilibrium thermodynamic dissolution across a generic multi-component solid and
liquid interface. However, for purposes of specification of an explicit technical and
challenging example in which surface adsorption and radiolysis kinetics are potential
influences on the dissolution rate response, the discussion will sometimes be directed
to explicit features of uranium spent nuclear fuel contacted by a generic aqueous
solution. The objective of the analyses is to obtain function forms for a dissolution
rate that are derived from classical thermodynamic, mechanical, and chemical
processes across a moving solid/liquid phase change boundary. For the
thermodynamics[Ref 5- 9], the main equation is the quasi-steady rate of energy,
work, and heat conservation relationship across the solid-liquid dissolution interface
with the solid to liquid energy changes written in terms of the thermodynamic internal
energies of the solid and liquid compositions of their initial and subsequent reacted
species. For the mechanics[Ref 10 -14], the main equations are the classical mass
conservation, kinematics of small deformations, stress equilibrium, electric field-
electronic charge, and aqueous radiation-radiolysis species transport equations. For
the chemistry[Ref 15 - 20], the main equations are the list of chemical reactions
idealized as stoichiometric reactants and products for the surface dissolution species,
for the solid site-aqueous species surface adsorption, and for the radiolysis species.
In theory, all of these equations are based on well-known concepts and are equal in
importance. But in practice, the parametric details of these equations are not known
and experimental tests are always required for closure to an application utility.
Particularly when the thermodynamic, mechanical, and chemical processes are
coupled by spatially inhomogeneous surface reactions and when the number of
reactants and products become much over three or four in an environment where
temperature and radiation variations are additional boundary conditions.

Since the analyses considers both a solid and adjacent liquid with a moving surface
of dissolution between them, explicit definitions for the spatial domains of the solid,
the liquid, and the moving dissolution surface are as follows: at time t, the solid body
occupies a spatial volume of points x, denoted by Bs(x, t)with its boundary area of

spatial points x denoted by bs(x, t), the adjacent liquid body occupies a spatial

volume of points x, denoted by BL(x, t) with its boundary area of spatial points x

denoted by bL(x, t),and the moving dissolution interface occupies a spatial area of



points x, denoted by B1(x, t) with its boundary line of spatial points x denoted by bl(x,
t).For mathematically purposes of writing integral expressions for energy changes,

the area set of points B1(x, t) will be assigned an arbitrarily small, but finite, unit

thickness dimensions normal to its centered area surface and treated as if it were a
volume set of points between two bounding surface areas in the thickness dimension.
Across this thickness dimension, the field functions are assumed continuous; thus,
the functions can have different values on the two surfaces of the intetface. For
example, an electric charge dipole or entropy dipole interface can be analytically

represented and would be defined at points {x, t} in B1(x, t).

Also, in the following dissolution analyses, each set Bs(x, t), BL(x, t), or B1(x, t) is

assumed materially dense and stochastically continuous, in both the spatial and time
domains, with respect to associated, arbitrary subsets {x, t} of finite size contained in
their respective interiors as well as up to and on their boundaries. Here, stochastically
continuous is a mathematical concept that lets some subsets of the interface area

point set B1(x, t) be represented as probabilistically contiguous to fractional area

subsets of both the solid and liquid area boundary sets bs(x, t) and bL(X, t) for
random sets of time intervals during which a dissolution event occurs.

Mechanistically, this provides the mathematical construct for solid species of Bs(x, t)

on a subset of bs(x, t) to dissolve onto an adjacent subset of bL(X, t) and become

liquid species in BL(x, t), thereby passing through the set B1(x, t) without a surface

adsorption reaction step. These spatial-time subsets of bs(x, t)and bL(X, t)are called

“direct” solid to liquid dissolution subsets denoted by bSL(x, t). The complement of the

“direct” solid to liquid dissolution subsets bsL(X, t) are called “indirect” solid to

interface to liquid dissolution spatial-time subsets denoted by bSIL(x, t), and the

points {X, t} Of bSIL(x, t) identify the subset of stochastic surface areas and time

intervals on surface set B1(x, t) that have adsorption surface reactions. At a random

time t, the union, or addition of spatial points in stochastic subsets bSL(x, t) and

bSIL(x, t) always equals set B1(x, t). Furthermore, for observations of dissolution
kinetics that leave a smooth(non-pitted) surface at typical macroscopic length and
time scales, and which are the assumed conditions for the following analyses of
multi-component solids wetted by multi-component liquids, the active solid state
lattice sites at which dissolution reactions occur must cyclically cover all points x in

set bs(x, t) during a stochastic time interval determined by the dissolution kinetics.
Otherwise, the dissolution reactions would not leave a smooth dissolution surface.

Thermodynamic Energy Equation for a Moving Dissolution Discontinuity

For a moving dissolution surface B1(x, t), a solid to liquid material phase and

compositional discontinuity exists across time varying spatial area subsets, and these



areas must be represented explicitly in coupling the thermodynamics energies of the
reacting solid, interface, and liquid species. This coupling is made explicit by using
the integral representation for the quasi-steady rate of energy, work, and heat
conservation relationship, and mathematically represents the moving dissolution

surface as a material discontinuity between point sets bs(x, t) through stochastic

subsets of B1(x, t) to bL(x, t). The functional terms for the integral rate of change of

energy equation are the thermodynamic internal energy of the solid, per unit mass

density, denoted by the functional Es( Ns(x, t), Ms(x, t) - MSO(X), CS(X, vs, t)); the

thermodynamic energy of the liquid denoted by the functional EL( NL(x, t), ML(x, t),

CL(X, VL, t)); thermodynamic energy of the interface denoted by the functional El(

N1(x, t), MI(x, t), C1(X, VI, t)); the electric field work during charge(current)

transport[Ref 12] denoted as the vector inner products <Es(x, t), Js(x, t) >, <EL(x, t),

JL(x, t) >, and <E1(x, t), J1(x, t) > ; the traction-velocity work rates for the solid, liquid

and intetface surfaces denoted as vector inner products <Ts(x, t), VS(X, t) >, CTL(X,

t), VL(X, t) >, and <T1(x, t), VI(X, t) >; and finally the heat flux vectors hs(x, t), hL(x, t),

and hI(x, t). The function arguments of the internal energy functional are the scalar

entropy denoted as N(x, t), the small strain tensor denoted as M(x, t), and the

concentration(defined as a row matrix) denoted by C(x, v, t) where the vector v is
the relative diffusion velocity of a species identified with subscripts for the
solid(subscripted S), the Iiquid(subscripted L), and the interface(subscripted I). The

internal energy of the solid is assumed to have a non-zero initial state of strain M,cjO(x)
that results from stored mechanical stress-strain work that potentially influences
dissolution rates of spent nuclear fuels, particularly for metal alloys that may have
fission product and radiation induce damage swelling and/or weld induced stress
zones. The energy rate terms that may occur from body forces and body heat
generation rates are neglected in this quasi-steady rate analyses, this means that the
heat generated by radiation fluxes is explicitly neglected, but is implicitly included in
an environmental temperature dependence.

In order to derive explicitly the area influence of the “direct” and “indirect” dissolution
surface coupling, the integral form of the energy rate equation is written for arbitrary,

but finite subset BS(x,t)+bS(x,t) of set BS(x,t)+bS(x,t) adjacent to subset Bl(x,t)

+bl(x,t) of set B1(x,t)+bl(x,t) adjacent to subset BL(x,t)+bL(x,t) of set BL(X,t)+b@,t).

These subsets form a continuous spatial cylinder from the solid through the interface

B1(x,t) +bl(x,t), which is a volume of small thickness dimension that has one surface

adjacent to the solid surface bs(x, t) and the other surface adjacent to the liquid

surface bL(x, t), and into the liquid subset BL(x,t)+bL(x,t). The rate of energy change
integrals over volumes and surfaces for each of the three subsets has the form [Ref
2,5-11]:



J~~ p@~Es + <Es(x, t), &(X, t) > dBs + J~1pldt E1 + <E1(x, t), J1(x, t) > dB1

+ J~Lpsdt EL + <EL(x, t), JL(x, t)> dBL +

~,~PS& (vs-V).ns + &&Csvs.ns-<Ts, VS>- hs.nsdbs +

~b,plE1 (vl-V).n, + AclEIC,v,.nl - CT,, VI> -hl.nldbl +

~bLPLEL(vL-v)onL + &LELcLvLW ‘TL, W> ‘hL”nLdbL= o ET I

This energy equation may be simplified to have only surface integrals for the “direct”
and ‘(indirect” dissolution reactions by using a linear functional expansion of the
internal energy with respect to its argument functions of entropy N, strain M, and
species composition C and by using the divergence theorem. The functional
expansion with respect to species composition functions has already been used for
the diffusive transport of chemical potential energy through the surfaces of the spatial
domains. By using the divergence theorem, the electric field work integrands in the
volume integrals can be transformed to the surface integrals provided that: (1). the
electric vector E can be represented as the spatial gradient of a scalar function O(X,
t), thus the vector set {Es, EI, EL } is replaced by Walk, Y@I, Y@L },and (2).w

transient time rates of change in electric charge density in the volumes are
neglected[Ref 12]. These conditions are commonly assumed in electrochemistry[ Ref
9]. The work rate and heat flux terms are assumed small, and therefore neglected, for
slow rates of dissolution freely exposed to atmospheric pressures. However, a
constrained volume dissolution reaction may create significant pressures in the liquid
and solid because of the potential density decrease across the dissolution
discontinuity. From this discussion, the energy rate equation on stochastic surface

subsets bSL(x, t) and bSIL(x, t) across the materia[ phase discontinuity moving at an

averaged velocity V is reduced to:

J&L %[ANSES‘S + ‘MSES (Ms - fko ) + ACSESCS](VS - V)dk

+ PL[ANLEL NL + AMLEL ML + ACLELCL](vL – V)mL

+ Ps Ac&&svs ‘ns + PL ACLELCLVL ●nL + J4@m + @Lnddk +



h~~lL I% AN~Es k + AM~G (Ms - Ms. ) + Ac,EsCS](VS – V).ns

+ ~s Ac~EsCsVs .ns + p 1AclE&vI “nIS+ J@m + %ms)

+ P I[AN ~EI NI + AM ~EI M I+ AcIEICI ](VI – V)OnIS

+ PI [AN1 G NI + AM I EI MI+ ACIEICI](VI– ‘)efhL

+ P IACIEICIVI“nIL+ PL Ac~ELCLvL ●nL + JO(@ILmL + @LnL)

+ PL[ANLEL NL + AMLEL ML + ACLELCL ](VL - V)”nI_ dbsIL = O Eq. 2

The first integral of Eq. 2 is descriptive of the internal energy change as the

solid species at an entropy state of Ns, at a strain state of (Ms - MsO), and at a

chemical potential energy state of ACSES, dissolve “direct form solid to liquid” at

a mass flux rate of p.s(vs - V)mS at points on the moving dissolution boundary

bSL(x, t) and become aqueous species at an entropy state of NL , at a strain

state of ML, and at a chemical potential energy state of ACLEL at a mass flux

rate of pL(VL– V)OnL , plus the energy rate from diffusive transported solid and
aqueous species and the energy from the charge transport(current J) across
the charge layers at the surfaces of the solid and the adjacent liquid. Certainly,
the mass flux at the solid surface must equal the mass flux at the adjacent
liquid surface, and neglecting the diffusive mass fluxes this implies that ps(vs -
V).ns equals pL(VL – v).nL ,where the unit normal vector ns of the solid is
directed outward from the solid toward the liquid and the unit normal vector nL
of the solid is in the opposite direction to the ns unit normal vector of the solid.
As the solid dissolves, it will be assumed that the solid particle velocity vs is
zero, thus the dissolution mass rate is - (psVOns), which is a positive value as
the dissolution velocity vector is pointed into the solid. If the solid and liquid
density were the same, then the liquid particle velocity would be zero. This is
not typically the case so the liquid velocity vL is not zero in most cases.
However, it may be evaluated for the case of V,Sequal to zero by equating the
solid and liquid mass fluxes and using ns = - nL as follows, and the result will be
used later to simplify an equation for theoretical function models of dissolution.

pL(VL- v)”nL = Ps(VS- V)ot’ls

VL .nL = - v.Ils - PSv.nS/f3L

= – ps VOnS = ps VOn~ Eq. 3a

Eq. 3b
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Chemical Potential Energy and Effective Stoichiometric Coefficients

The chemical potential terms of the solid species in the first integral of Eq. 2 are
for each of the chemical components in the solid, which for a spent fuel would
number in the hundreds when the fission products and actinides are
considered. However, the experimental or first principles’ task of isolating and
assigning a dissolution response to particular, or even a subset of these SNF
chemical components is not presently possible. But using existing classical
thermodynamic forms of the chemical potential function, it is in theory correct to
assign the aggregate variable of spent fuel burnup as a casual metric to explain
some observations in the variations of dissolution test data with corresponding
variation in test samples of different SF burn-up. To derive the dependence of
SF burn-up as an aggregate variable, start with the chemical potential for small
atomic concentrations in a solid state lattice, which is typically given as[Ref 5-9]

Ac~Es = 1-k= Pm + k-wcsl Eq. 4

where p~O is the standard state value of chemical potential at a normalized

standard state concentration value of [Cs] normalized to one and “k” is
Boltzmann’s constant. The in-reactor fission products concentrations, and most
all actinide concentrations, increase at a linear proportionality with the unit
measure of SF burn-up for a given neutron energy spectrum in a reactor. Thus,
letting the variable Bu denote a measure of fissions per cc of fuel burn-up and

the parameter K.s denote the proportionality constant for a given solid state
fission product or actinide species S, the SF solid state concentration for
species S is given by

[Cs] = Ks Bu Eq. 5

The expression in Eq. 2 for the chemical potential energy of the solid state is

given by AcsEsCS, where the value of CS is the amount(atoms or moles) of
species S that is reacted per unit of solid mass flux ps(vs - V)ms . If the
variable C.Sis normalized by the moles or atoms(per unit mass) of the SF matrix
material CsF that is reacting, then Cs/CsF defines a set of effective
stoichiometric coefficients C.Sfor the species S in the solid state. Then the
chemical potential energy for the solid state fission products and actinide
species in Eq. 2, combined with Eq. 4 and Eq. 5, can be written as(note that the

term AcsEsCS denotes a summation of the product of the chemical potential for

each species S and an amount C.Sof that species over all solid state species):

ACSESC~= p~cs = (p~o + kTln[Cs]) CS = (( P.. + kTWd) % ) CSF

= ((v.. + kTln[& Bu]) cs ) CSF = (p..cs + kTln[& BU]CS)CSF



= (L~ocs + kTln[K~]cs + kTln[Bu]cs) CsF

= (V~ocS + kTln[Ks]cs + {cs}kTln[Bu]) CSF Eq. 6

where the algebraic rules for logarithmic functions were used to show the
coupled chemical potential energy of all solid state burn-up induced species is

linear in ln(Bu), as the coefficient {cs} of kTln(Bu) is just the sum over the set
of effective stoichiometric coeticients cs for the direct dissolution reaction of a
unit amount CsF of SF. The same type of analysis can be performed for the
reacted product species of the spent fuel in the aqueous solution. However, the
aqueous solution will not only contain the SF solid to liquid ionic species
denoted by CsL, but in addition the liquid also has the initial state of aqueous
species denoted by CA, and the aqueous radiolysis species denoted by CR.
Thus, spent fuel to liquid reaction products from reactions with the SF solid and
the initial state of aqueous species will create new solid-aqueous species CsA.
And spent fuel to liquid reaction products from reactions with the SF solid and
the aqueous radiolysis species will create solid-aqueous radiolysis species CsR.
Thus, the liquid state composition matrix CL has subsets of species CA, CR, CsL,
CsA, and CsR. For only the reacted SF ionic species subset CsL in the aqueous
solution, a liquid induced burn-up dependence on fission product and actinide
species can be derived analogously to Eq. 6, and is given by:

ACSLELGL= I-LSLCSL=(l-LSLOCSL+ kTln[KsL]csL+ {CsL}kTlfl[BU])CsF Eq.7

where changes in the aqueous reacted product species identities(for example

lattice atoms to ions), solid concentrations (KsBu) to liquid concentrations

(KsLBu), and their associated aqueous chemical potentials will occur. Hence,
the subscripts of Eq. 7 are changed to reflect this over the subset of aqueous

effective stoichiometric coefficients csL and on their associated aqueous
chemical potentials, but the coupled chemical potential energy of all solid state
burn-up induced species dissolved as ions into the liquid remains linear in

ln(Bu) for only the direct ionic dissolution reaction of a unit amount CsF of SF.
However, by controlling the relative aqueous concentrations of these reacted

product species during dissolution testing by variations in the set KsL, one can
isolate and assign a potential SF species effect to a solid state dissolution
response or an aqueous dissolution response. This assumes that any surface
adsorption and radiolysis kinetics effects can be isolated by testing and are
shown to be negligible in comparison. As will be discussed in the following, the
latter two effects are not readily isolated.

A simplified surface adsorption that is coupled to the dissolution energy rate
can be completed from a reduced form of Eq. 2. For this reduced form of Eq. 2,



it will be assumed that the diffusive transport is not a limiting process, this is a
good assumption for flow-through dissolution tests, so the terms with diffusion

velocity v are eliminated from Eq. 2. In addition, it will be assumed that the
electro-chemical energy contribution can be neglected, so the terms with
charge transport J are eliminated from Eq. 2. This assumption need not be
made, but it greatly shortens the analysis. Finally, the above discussions and
Eqs. 3 through 7 are used to re-arrange and write Eq. 2 more compactly as:

~b,,{[ANLEL M+&VILbML + I-&]

- [ANSESN~ + AMsE.s(Ms - M~o)+ p~c~ C~F]} ( p.s V).nL dbsL +

~,,lL{[AN&k+ AM@(Ms-M so)+ Pscs

+ [ANLELNL+ AMLELML + ~LCL](ps V).nL

+ PIIANIEI NI+AMIEIMI+ ACIEICI](VI-

+ PIIANIEI NI+AMIEI MI+ ACIEICI](VI-

c~~]} (“ ~s v).nL

V)enl~

V).nlL db~~ = O Eq. 8

The simplification of Eq. 2 to Eq. 8 still leaves terms that can be reasonable be
neglected and others, such as the two interface terms, mass flux and chemical
potential energy, and the aqueous radiolysis chemical potential energy terms
p~CR, that will require additional analyses. For example, the strain energy
densities for the liquid and the interface surface can be assumed negligible at
low pressures. Also, any change in the solid strain Ms from the initial strain

value of MsO(as the solid particle velocity was assumed to be zero at the
dissolution front) will be neglected, but the initial strain energy density of the
solid will be retained. For the mass flux term, consider first that the two
interface terms for surface adsorption processes have unit normal vectors, nls
pointed toward the solid, and nlL pointed toward the liquid; the vector nIS is
equal to nL and the nlL is equal to minus nL. Secondly, the mass flux across
both surfaces of the interface is equal to solid dissolution mass flux.
Furthermore, the thickness of this idealized interface has been assumed
constant, thus, the normal particle velocity of the interface must be zero. The
interface is attached to and moves with the dissolution front at velocity V.
Based on this, the mass density of the idealized interface must equal that of the
solid. Then, a single mass flux multiplier, f)sV@nL,determined in Eq. (3a) can be
used for all terms in both integrands of Eq. 8. This leaves the entropy energy
and the chemical potential energy terms of the interface to simplify. The entropy
energy terms across the adsorption interface are simplified in the context of the

10



previous assumption that assumed dipole-like field functions in the thickness
direction of the interface. Hence, the interFace entropy function may have
different values on the two idealized surfaces of the interface. This dipole-like
interface entropy function means that discontinuities across the surface of the
solid and interface and across the surface of the interface and liquid can be
functionally represented. Thus, “thermodynamically reversible” and
“irreversible” adsorption processes can be represented. For these adsorption
processes, imagine one was on the mid-surface of the interface and looked in
the direction of the solid, which is the positive direction of unit vector nL,
stochastic fields of entropy and chemical potential functions associated with the
solid surface and those of interface would be seen. The stochastic fields of
entropy and chemical potential functions of the interface are the existing nlS
coefficient terms in the interface integrand. Similarly, if one were looking in the
direction of the liquid, which is also the negative direction of unit vector nL,
stochastic fields of entropy and chemical potential functions associated the
liquid surface and those of interface would be seen. The stochastic fields of
entropy and chemical potential functions of the interface are the existing nlL
coefficient terms in the interface integrand. Thus, the interface has a set of
entropy and chemical potential energies ANIE1 N1 + ACIEIC1 on the solid side

which will be denoted as positive (ANISEIS NIS + ACISEISCIS )nL. Similarly, the

interface also has a set of entropy and chemical potentials energies on the
liquid side which will be denoted as negative (ANILEIL NIL + AqLEILclL)nL. The

positive and negative values for these energies are assigned because a
common unit normal vector nL is used as a directional attribute to consistently
represent contributions to the values of the integrals from function
discontinuities across moving surfaces. The physical concept is that a
propagating chemical reaction front, i.e., the dissolution phase change process,
has a chemical potential energy change; this chemical energy is transformed
into an entropy energy change so that the net energy change is zero. Hence,
energy is conserved by transformations of admissible subsets of energy as
required by the first law of thermodynamics.

From this discussion, Eq. 8 can be further simplified and re-written as an
entropy energy production integration equal to integrals for strain energy and
chemical potential energy change as the dissolution front propagates at velocity
V as follows:

~,~L{[ANLELNL-AN~ESNSl( psV)m}dbs~ +

J,slJIA~LELNL-A~lLEILNIL+A~l,EIsNIs-A~~EsNs](p.V).nL}db,lL =
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- ~b,L{[W,CL-AM,ES(-MS.)-v,c&d(pWn,} C@,

- (,,1$[PLCL- Ac,J5L%

+ ACISEIS% -AM~ES(-Mso) - ~s@sF](~sV).nL} dbSIL Eq. 9

The above Eq. 9 shows clearly that the entropy energy rate is equal to minus
the chemical energy and strain energy rates as the dissolution reaction front
propagates. Since a chemical reaction only continues to occur for a decrease in
the thermodynamic energy from the initial state(the solid state reactants) to the
final state(the solid direct and indirect dissolution paths to aqueous species
products), the minus sign means that the right-side is positive for solid
dissolution, since (~sV)onL is then positive. For a non-equilibrium onsager
model, the positive-definite entropy production rate requirement expressed in
terms of the function N and (~sV)@nL would be used to conjecture a near
thermodynamic equilibrium dissolution model. As an example of an Onsager
model, an initial conjecture might be that the averaged dissolution rate,

(@SvAVE)Of?L,k equal to a hear Codfkknt mdfix (or a hear functional)
multiplied by the chemical energy and strain energy terms in the square
brackets on the right hand-side of Eq. 9. This type of linear model approaches
zero dissolution rates as the thermodynamic driving force, which in this case
would be the chemical energy of the reaction step, approaches zero. Another
possibility is to assume a non-equilibrium model such that the dissolution
process is far from thermodynamic equilibrium, and that it does not attain
equilibrium until the reactants are consumed. Such a model was assumed for
SF uranium oxide dissolution[Ref 2], and was based on the conjecture that the
thermodynamic driving force was the configuration entropy, rather than the
chemical energy. Both types of models would require experiments to establish
the coefficient matrices, and a subset of effective stoichiometric coefficients for
the reaction steps. This experimental requirement is true for most all non-
equilibrium models that use classical thermodynamic methodologies. Before
any further discussion of these types of non-equilibrium models, Eq. 9 must be
written such that the full set of effective stoichiometric coefficients for the
reaction steps are defined and explicitly identified as per unit mass of the soild.

Previously, sets of effective stoichiometric coefficients, cs, were defined for the
solid species, and solid to liquid ionic species products, csL, in Eqs. 6 and 7. A
full aqueous set of effective stoichiometric coefficients, cL, would also includes
coefficient sets of initial aqueous species and its reacted solid products, and
coefficient sets of aqueous radiolysis species and its reacted solid products.
The explicit development of set cL to include these other reactions will use a
similar conceptual approach to that used for the solid to aqueous ionic species
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and will be such that the units are sets of effective stoichiometric coefficients
per unit amount CsF of spent fuel. [n order to define a set of effective
stoichiometric coefficients for solid species and initial aqueous liquid state
reactions, cs& consider the chemical potential energy change AE for an
arbitrary solid species(of amount Cs = CsCsF) and an arbitrary initial aqueous
liquid state species CA reaction from which aqueous product concentrations,
CsA, are formed. This energy is expressed as:

AE(Cs + CA @CsA) = ACSAELCSA - (AcsEsCS + ACAELCA )

= (ACSAELCSA - (Acs&cs + ACAELCA )) CSF Eq. 10

which is the energy change for a stoichiometric reaction of CsCsF atoms or
moles per unit spent fuel mass of a solid species “S” with an initial aqueous
liquid species “A (of amount CA = CACsF) and forms an aqueous reaction
product species “SA(of amount CsA = CSACSF).Thus, the set of effective
stoichiometric coefficients {es, c/+ cs~ are normalized per unit amount CsF of
spent fuel. A similar energy equation can be written for an arbitrary solid
species Cs and an arbitrary aqueous radiolysis species CR reaction to form
aqueous radiolysis species reaction products CsR, namely;

AE(Cs + CR @CsR) = ACSRELCSR - (AcsEs% + ACRELCR )

= (ACSRELCSR - (Acs&cs + ACRELCR )) CSF Eq. II

which defines a set of effective stoichiometric coefficients {c,s, cR, csR} that are
normalized per unit amount CsF of spent fuel. The remaining reactions to
describe and to normalize are the surface adsorption reactions on the solid side
of the interface and on the liquid side of the interface that are expressed in Eq.
9 by the interface chemical potential energies, ACISEI.SCIS and ACILEILCIL. For a

conceptual solid-interface model for solid-interface species Cls, consider an
arbitrary solid species C,S that has a surface reaction with any existing, or
combination of the aqueous species CL in subset {CA , CR , CsL , CsA , CsR} to
form an interface species CI~. The chemical energy of this generic reaction can
be expressed and normalized similarly to that of Eq. 10, which is:

AE(CS + CA+ CR + csL + csA + csR @c,s) = Ac,sE,& - (Ac~E&

+Ac~ELCA+ ACRELCR+ ACSLELCSL + ACSAELCSA + ACSRELCSR )

= (AClSEISCIS - (AcsEscs+ ACAELCA + ACRELCR + ACSLELCSL +
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AC~AELCSA + AC~RELCSR ) )CSF Eq. 12

Eq. 12 defines the set of effective stoichiometric coefficients {cs, cA, cR , CSL,
csA, csR, CE} for the solid-interface product species CIS These coefficients are
normalized per unit amount CsF of spent fuel because the primary reactant is a
solid species C.S.An energy equation similar to Eq. 12 can be written for the
liquid-interface product species CIL to define its associated coefficients. These
reactions are between the solid-interface species CIS and any existing, or
combination of the aqueous species CL in subset {CA , CR , CSL , CSA , CSR},
thus, the chemical energy expression is:

AE(CSI + CA + CR + CSL+ CSA+ CSR @CIL) = AclLEILCIL- (AClSEISCIS

+ ACAELCA + AcRELCR+ ACSLELCSL + ACSAELCSA + ACSRELcSf2 )

= (ACILEILCiL - (AClSEISCIS+ ACAELCA + ACRELCR + ACSLELCSL +

ACSAELCSA + ACSRELCSR ) )CSF Eq. 13

Eq. 13 defines the set of effective stoichiometric coefficients {CIS, cA, cR , CSL,
csA, csR, clL} fOr the solid-interface product SpeCieS CIS. These Coefficients are
normalized per unit amount CsF of spent fuel because the primary reactant is a
member of the solid-interface species Cls. And the solid-interface species CI.S
were shown with Eq. 12 to be related to the solid species Cs, therefore, the set
of effective stoichiometric coet%cients {cls, cA, CR, CSL, CSA, CSR, C[L}are also
normalized per unit amount CsF of spent fuel.

Surface Adsorption Kinetics and a Generalized Temkin Isotherm

This completes the definitions and developments for the full set of effective
stoichiometric coefficients for all the reaction steps that will be considered, in a
theoretical sense, as contributions to the entropy energy and the chemical
energy across a moving dissolution front of Eq. 9. In a practical sense, and
fortunately for most engineering applications, the number of significant
corrosive dissolution reactions are usually related to only a few additive
element components in the solid and a few component species of the liquid
environment. This leads to the value of a formally derived and intrinsically
consistent theoretical model, which in some cases will have a dependence on
temperature and radiolysis. With such a model, a reasonable and efficient
experimental approach can be planned and performed for suficient data to
establish empirical values for only a subset of the significant parameters. For
example, a plan of tests designed to evaluate only a subset of the full set of
effective stoichiometric coefficients to isolate the influence of a few components
in the solid and/or liquid, and environmental temperature and radiolysis effects.
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To derive such a model from Eq. 9, the above definitions of effective
stoichiometric coefficients for all the reaction steps must be used in order to
show and thereby clarify the normalized energy change per unit of spent fuel.
Also, the definition of thermodynamic temperature, which is the variation of the
internal energy functional with respect to the entropy function, T = AN~EL, will be

used to reduce the entropy energy terms for all energy functional of the solid,
the interface, and the liquid. Here, it has been assumed that the dissolution
front is moving quasi-steady, so that a uniform temperature across the
dissolution front, solid to intetiace to liquid, is a reasonable approximation.
Finally, the positive definite strain energy density term AM~Es(- MsO) per unit

mass of the solid will be replaced with the shorten notation of AEs(M.sO)CsF,
which normalizes the strain energy density per unit atom or mole of the solid,

the notation, pls and pl~, will replace the chemical potentials, AC1~EISCIS and

ACILEILCIL, the notation PM, PLR, PL~L, VL~A, and PL~~j will be used to replace
the liquid’s chemical potentials of the separate species subsets as written in
Eqs. 12 and 13 (which is equivalent to the notation p~CL used previously in Eq.
9). With the discussed substitutions and notational changes for chemical
potentials, Eq. 9 can be re-written as:

~b~L{T[NL- Ns] (Psv).n,}dh +

.LS,{T[N-NIL+ Ms- Ns](p.sV).nL}dbs[~ =

J {[- bsL PLACA + PLRCR + PLSL%L + PLSA%A + PLSRCSR-AEs(MsO)

- ~&s] CsF(~sV).nL dbsL

-J{[ bS.L pLACA + ULRCR + VLSL%L + WLSA%A + PLSR%R - UILCIL

+ PISCIS- A&@so) - ~scs ]CS~(~Sv)OnL} dbSIL Eq. 14

The function form of Eq. 14 has two pairs of surface integrals, one pair over
surface bsL for “direct” dissolution processes and the other over surface bSIL for
“indirect” dissolution processes. At a practical and applications’ level, an
averaged Vekity &Av~ ●nL Or averaged mass flux (~sVA~ ●nL measure Of
corrosive dissolution is a minimal requirement to deduce from Eq. 14. Any
additional detailed understanding are requirements to address issues in
understanding, rigor, clarity, and certainty. In view of the latter, note that each

15



integral has different functions forms for integrands, however, in the derivations
leading to Eq. 14, the dissolution front and its propagation velocity V@nLwere
assumed spatially continuous at a typical observable length scale(no pitting
assumption). This continuity is not, however, true at micro-scales of length and
time since V@nL,is potentially very different at point x in subset bsL relative to a
neighborhood point in subset bSIL. Thus, the point dependent velocity VonL can
not be factored outside of the integrals. In fact, to perform the integrations, the
stochastic dependence of a surface point x belonging to surface solid subset
bsL or surface interface subset bSIL at a particular time or even during a

prescribed time interval is necessaty[Ref 4, 21]. This is the fundamental
statistical nature of surface adsorption kinetics[Ref 1, 17-18], and the
integration to couple adsorption and dissolution kinetics is stochastic in that the

probability Of a pOint (X,t) belonging tO subset bsL or subset bSIL is an intrit7SiC

functional dependence of the integration over the dissolution surface set bl,

which is equal to subset bsL plus subset bSIL. The detailed mathematical and
mechanistic problems can be resolved by assuming that the stochastic
processes of placing a point (x,t) in subset bSLor subset bSIL at some time t are
asymptotica//y stationa~ with respect to time intervals on arbitrary observable
time scales[Ref 4, 21]. This assumption is essential to the use of classical
adsorption isotherms, such as a Langmuir, a Freundlich, or a Temkin isotherm,
and to assign the probable proportionality of surface point subsets to the “direct
and indirect” dissolution pathways. As a example, the Temkin isotherm[Ref 18]
will be used to illustrate the coupling adsorption and dissolution kinetics in
Eq.14. The Temkin isotherm is considered a reasonable approximation to

assign indexes 6s1L of probable proportional surface coverage on set bl by

adsorption in the mid-range, i.e., away from end points of near zero coverage,

& - 0, and near full coverage, eSIL - 1. The equation form of a Temkin
isotherm is species concentration dependent, and for a single aqueous species
[C] and a given surface composition, has an analogous form[Ref 18] to that of
the chemical potential functions in Eq. 4, namely:

6s~L= PSIL() + PS1LkTh7[C] Eq. 15

where values for the interface parameters pSII,Oand psK. are usually estimated
from test data for a prescribed surface and a range of solution concentrations.

For this analysis of multi-component solid and liquid concentrations, CS and

CL, it is assumed that a general, linearly additive(superposition) form of Eq. 15
will adequately approximate a multi-component Temkin adsorption isotherm.
This generalized form, with parameter subsets {pSIO, pSI, PILO,PIL}, is expressed
by:

&~L ([Cs], [CL])= PSI()+ pS1kTln[CS] + f)~L()+ P~LkThl[CL] Eq. 16
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Using Eq. 16, the surface subset bSLand subset bSIL of the dissolution interface

set bl will be deterministically proportioned as:

b~L= (1- &lL) bl and bslL = 6s~Lbl Eq. 17

Furthermore, this implies that the arbitrary surface subset bsL and subset bSIL of

the dissolution interface subset bl, as well as their differentials subsets used in
the integration of Eq. 14, are also proportioned as:

bSL = (1- eS~L)bl and b~~L= &L bl Eq. 18

The Tempkin isotherm expression from Eq. 16 can be substituted into Eq. 18,
and this result combined into Eq. 14 to have the entropy energy and chemical

energy represented as a surface integrals over only the arbitrary set bl. [n
writing out these changes, the transformation from the entropy state function
N(x,t) to the configuration entropy function !2(x,t), defined as N(x,t) = kln(Q(x,t))
will also
functions,

J [{bI
Tk

be applied[Ref 7], and using the algebraic rules for logarithmic
Eq. 14 becomes:

{ Tk ln[(Q_/QS) (Ql~/QIL)](p~V~lL).nL}O.SIL]dbl =

— J {[bl PLACA + PLRCR + PLSL%L + PLSA%A + PLSR%R - AEs(MsO) –

- vscs] CsF(psV).nL (1 - pS1o+ pS1kTln[CS] + p~L()+ plLkTh[CL])

– [pLACA + pLRCR + pLSL%L + pLSA%A + pLSR%R - PILCIL+ PISCIS- Ps%

– AEs(Mso)]CsF(psV). nL}(pS1o+pS1kTln[CS] +plLo+plLkTIn[CL] )}db1 Eq.19

Non-Equilibrium Models for Coupled Adsorption and Dissolution Kinetics

The configuration entropy energy and surface velocity terms in the first integral
on surface bl are bounded. And although these terms for “direct and indirect”

dissolution pathways may not be spatially continuous at an atomic length scale,
the mean value theorem of integral calculus can be applied to define an
averaged value of the dissolution intetface velocity or, in this case the
dissolution mass flux, such that:

17



(PSVAVE) “nL { kT ~bl [{ ,n[Q,/QSl}(l-eS,,)+{ ln[(Q,/Qs) CWfh)]}hldb}

= ~b,[{Tk ln[~L/~S](pSvSL)”nL}(l-eSIL)+

{ Tk ln[(~,/~S) (~1~/~l,)](~sVsl,)@n,} o~~,]db, Eq. 20

Recalling that the subset bI(x,t) is an arbitrary, but finite area ~lto rigorously

satisfy any stochastic conditions on area averaging, the mean value theorem of
integral calculus can be applied again to the first term of Eq. 20 to obtain an
averaged configuration entropy defined in the following sequence of steps as:

[

[

[

.

‘SIL
ln[(f2L/Qs)(f21 s/QL) ] Av, b, =

(es,~)
h[~L/~s ] + In[ (~,s/~,L)] ]AVEb, =

h[~L/~s ]
(1- es,~) (es,L)

+ ln[(~L/~s) (fk/~lL)] 1AVE bl =

%IL 1Av~h =
.

{ Jbl[{‘n[QL/QS 1} (1- OSIL)+{ ln[(QL/QS) (fhs/~IL)]} %IL WI } %. 21

The same integral operations used to define the above averaged mass flux and
entropy terms can be performed on the right hand-side of Eq. 19. With the
same order in the steps, an average mass flux would be defined first, and it
would be equal to the one defined with the entropy energy integral of Eq. 19,
and an averaged chemical plus strain energy density integrand term would be
defined second. As discussed previously, an Onsager non-equilibrium model
for dissolution rate would use the change in the averaged chemical and strain
energy density function across the dissolution front as an energy non-
equilibrium metric, and would assume that this energy metric is proportional to
the averaged mass flux. This assumption results in a non-equilibrium
dissolution rate model, of an Onsager form, that has the following function
forms:

(k~AVdOnL = I_NCsF{ – [~LACA + lJLRCR + IJLSL%L+ IJLSA%A+ PLSR%R
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– AE.s(M.sO) – w~c~] (1 - p~IO+ p~lkTln[C~] + plLo + plLkTln[CL])

– [PLACA + IJLRCR+ IJLSL%L+ IJLSACSA+ PLSRCSR- !-hLcIL+ lLISCIS- %%

- AEs(MsO)] (pS1o+pS1kThl[CS]+plLo+plLkThl[CL] )}AV~ Eq.22

where the Onsager “coefficient” LN is positive, and may have a function of
temperature, for example, an Arrhenius dependence may be part of the
coefficient. This dissolution rate model is a linear functional of the chemical
potential functions of the solid and the liquid and an adsorption isotherm. For
low concentrations, these chemical potential functions are typically a
logarithmic function of the multi-component species concentrations in the solid
[C,S]and in the liquid [CL], and for which the full set of effective stoichiometric

coefficients {cs, CA, CR, CsL, CsA, CsR, CIL, C1s} were derived in Eqs. 6, 7, and 10

to 13. In addition to the dependence on the chemical potential functions and
stoichiometric coefficients, the dependence on the Temkin adsorption isotherm
k eXphCitly seen in kNITIS Of the Temkin parameter Set {psIo, psi, plL(), plL} and
the kTln[concentration]. Notice that for any surface adsorption kinetics at the
interface between the solid and liquid, the reaction pathways for the “direct and
indirect” dissolution processes have different energy pathways. These energy
pathways are functionally represented by subsets of reactions in which the
intetface chemical potentials, pILCIL and plscls, and their other associated
stoichiometric coefficients explicitly participate. In fact, this interface
dependence will couple by algebraic multiplication the full set of effective
stoichiometric coefficients of the chemical energies and the Temkin parameter
set. Thus, because of this multiplication of chemical potential functions, with
their logarithmic concentration dependence, and the Temkin adsorption
isotherm function forms, with their logarithmic concentration dependence, this
Onsager non-equilibrium dissolution rate model is a full quadratic in logarithmic
functions of both the solid and liquid species’ concentrations.

In addition to the above Onsager non-equilibrium dissolution rate model, which
should be applicable for numerical regression analysis of dissolution data
obtained at near-thermodynamic equilibrium conditions, an alternative non-
equilibrium model will be conjectured from the configuration entropy function Q
of Eq. 21. The conceptual basis of a configuration entropy model is similar to
that used for the Onsager model, which requires that the functional
relationships in the model prevent decreases in the entropy function N for
adiabatic processes. In this non-equilibrium dissolution model, the averaged
mass flux is assumed functionally proportional to the change in configuration
entropy, where the entropy metric is measured by the ratios of the configuration
entropy functions. Thus, the averaged mass flux is functionally dependent upon
the configuration entropy ratios as given in the first line of Eq. 21 by:
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(d?AVd”nL = LQ [(Q~/Q~)(Q1~/Q1~)eslL].,, Eq. 23

where the “coefficient” LQ is positive, and may have an Arrhenius function of
temperature. Of course, the use of configuration entropy is not practical in the
sense that no explicit functions forms for the configuration entropy functions,

Q, are readily available as compared to the chemical potential functions of the

Onsager model. However, as discussed above, the steps to derive the
averaged configuration entropy relationship can be performed to the right-hand
side of Eq. 19 for the averaged chemical and strain energy densities. This
would again show that the entropy energy rate is equal to the chemical and
strain energy rate during the dissolution process. However, that entropy energy
is in the N function form, which is In[Q]. Thus, the inverse logarithmic
relationship must be applied and Q expressed as exp[-A(interface energy)/kT].
In the case of the configuration entropy ratios of Eq. 23, the function arguments
of the exponential function are the averaged chemical and strain energy
densities of Eq. 22, divided by “kT” [Ref 4]. Thus, the second non-equilibrium
dissolution rate model based on a configuration entropy metric with coupled
surface adsorption and dissolution kinetics has function forms given by:

(kvAVdenL = LQ [exp{(C#T) { – [VLACA + PLRCR + fJLSLCSL+ PLSACSA

+ ~LSRCSR– AE~(M~O) – ~~cs](l - P~I~+pSIkTln[CS] +PIL~ +P~LkTlll[CL])

– [VLACA + PLRCR + HLSL%L + PLSA%A + MLSR%R - PILCIL+ !kSCIS- W%

- AEs(M.sO)] (pSIO+pSIkTln[CS] +plLO+pILkTln[CL] )}~vfi ] Eq. 23

This dissolution rate model has an exponential function dependence with an
argument function that is a linear functional of the chemical potential functions
of the solid and the liquid and an adsorption isotherm. Without the surface
adsorption isotherm dependence, this dissolution rate model has more
functional similarities with those used in electro-chemistry corrosion models[Ref
9, 17, 20] than the previous Onsager model. In fact, had the electric dipole
energy term been retained, the function forms would be almost congruent[Ref
4]. For low concentrations, the chemical potential functions are typically a
logarithmic function of the multi-component species concentrations in the solid
[C~] and in the liquid [CL], and for which the full set of effective stoichiometric

coefficients {cs, CA, CR, CsL, CsA, CsR, CIL, C1s} were derived in Eqs. 6, 7, and 10

to 13. Again, without the surface adsorption isotherm dependence, the
logarithmic argument of the exponential function simplifies to just the argument
of the logarithmic function, which is the species concentration raised to the
power of its effective stoichiometric coefficient. With the adsorption isotherm,
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the coupled dependence of the chemical potential functions and stoichiometric
coefficients and the Temkin adsorption isotherm is explicitly represented as a
multiplication of the Temkin parameter set {pSIO, pSI, pILO, pIL} and the

kTln[concentration] and the energy densities. As was the case for the previous
Onsager model, notice that for any surface adsorption kinetics at the interface
between the solid and liquid, the reaction pathways for the “direct and indirect”
dissolution processes have different energy along the two pathways. These
energy differences along the pathways are again functionally represented by
subsets of reactions in which the interface chemical potentials, ‘fJIL,CIL and j-L15C15,

and their other associated stoichiometric coefficients explicitly participate. As
before, this interface dependence will couple as the result of this algebraic
multiplication the full set of effective stoichiometric coefficients of the chemical
energies and the Temkin parameter set, but in this case the averaged mass
flux of dissolution is an exponential interface dependence. Also, the
multiplication of chemical potential functions and the Temkin adsorption
isotherm function forms, both of which have their logarithmic concentration
dependence, cause this configuration entropy dissolution rate model to have a
full quadratic in logarithmic functions of both the solid and liquid species’
concentrations as its exponential argument. Thus, if adsorption kinetics are at
all significant in a multi-component dissolution process, it would be most
fortuitous to gather test data over a wide range of control variable test
conditions and substantiate by a regression analysis a mono-casual
relationship for an idealized single step stoichiometric reaction.

In the case of uranium oxide dissolution response, some of the tests where
these types of models are applicable are in Ref. 22 to 26. In Grandstaff, the
dissolution test data were interpreted to have a surface adsorption reaction for
carbonated water solutions[Ref 22]. In the other uranium oxide tests[Ref 23 –
26], which had un-irradiated uranium oxide and spent fuel uranium oxide
dissolution test data, the un-irradiated uranium oxide dissolution rate data were
interpreted to have an simple, and expected, oxygen fugacity and Arrhenius
temperature dependence in carbonated water solutions. However, the spent
fuel dissolution data were significantly different in oxygen and temperature
dependence relative to the un-irradiated uranium oxide dissolution data, and
this led to the inclusion of spent fuel burn-up as an additional causal regression
variable[Ref 2, 24]. No substantiated mechanistic understanding is available to
explain the differences in the un-irradiated uranium oxide and the spent fuel
dissolution data, although some features suggest a surface adsorption
coupling. Other features in these data suggest a radiolysis coupling to the
dissolution water chemistry. A radiolysis coupling to the dissolution water
chemistry will be approximated in the following brief analysis.

Radiolysis Kinetics Coupled to Dissolution and Adsorption Kinetics

The chemical potential functions and Temkin adsorption isotherm expressions
as functions of radiolytic species concentrations [Cd have been generically
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included in the two models of Eq. 22 and Eq. 23. The number of potential
radiolytic species created by the gamma, beta, alpha and neutron radiation flux
from spent fuel is significant[Ref 14] and a detailed accounting of them will not
be provided here. For long time intervals before exposure of a spent fuel
surface to an aqueous solution, say several hundreds of years, the only
remaining radiation field that will deposit significant radiation energy at a wetted
surface is the alpha flux field. This analysis of radiolysis is only to derive the
simplest and most ideal case concentration function form. The balance
equations for gamma, beta, and alpha radiation transport for a first order
approximation are the same functionally as that for neutron transport[Ref 13]. It
is only when numerical evaluations are requested that the details become
primary. The physical concept is that a flux of high-energy particles scatter
down from their initial state of high kinetic energy to a state of lower kinetic
energy by a sequence of collisions. For a high energy radiation flux propagating
through an aqueous solution, the collisions produce radiolysis species by
ionization, which scatters electron(s) beyond the orbital shell(s) of its host
atom/molecule, and by creating electronically excited states, which scatters
electrons within admissible orbital shells of its host atom/molecule. The
concentration of these species influence the local water chemistry and will
augment as well as create oxidation reactions in situations where the nominal
water chemistry would be judged benign. In the previous discussion, the
radiolysis species concentration was denoted as a row matrix [Cd. The balance
equation for the rate of change in concentration of a generic species [CR(x,t)]
with respect to time is given by:

t?[CR]/~ t = net transport+ flux production – thermal recovery + net scattering

Of the four processes that cause changes in the concentration, only a linear
flux production and a linear concentration thermal recovery with a Arrhenius
temperature dependence will be represented. Thus, the balance equation is:

~[CI#~ t ‘PROR F - rR [Cp@@ -QR/kT) = pRaF - rR [cRleXp( -QR/kT) Eq. 24

where pRORF is the flux production rate, and pR is the local source density for
the production of species [CR], times the cross-section ORfor a collision, times
the radiation flux density F, and the recovery rate is, r&Rlexp( -QR/kT), where
rR is a constant times the species concentration [Cd times the Arrhenius
temperature dependence exp( -QR/kT). For a quasi-steady radiation flux, the
quasi-steady state species concentration at the dissolution front is given as:

[cR(t)]= (pR~R F(t)/(rReXP(-QRkT))= (PRGR F(t)exp(QR/kT))/(rR) Eq. 25

For a spent fuel with a burn-up of Bu(to) at the discharge time to, the alpha
radiation flux from the SF actinides at a later time t can be roughly estimated as

F(t) = KRa Bus(t). Thus, the alpha radiolysis species concentration is also SF
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burn-up dependent but with a long half-life decay factor, which for alpha decay
is slow, and is approximately given as:

[cR(t)]= (PROR KR~ BwJVw(QR/kT))/( rR) = &RCt Bu~(t)exp(Q~/kT) Eq. 26

Looking at the two models developed in Eq.22 and Eq. 23, the radiolysis
species concentration of Eq. 26 would be used to evaluate the radiolysis

chemical potential function ~LRCR times its effective stoichiometric coefficient
and provides a contribution to the chemical energy changes at the dissolution
front. Using the chemical potential function from Eq. 6, this term is given by:

PLRCR = VLROCR + kTII_IICR(t)l= ULROCR+ kTln[KcR~BIJa(t)exP(QR/kT)]

= ~LROCR+ QRCR ln[KcRa]+ CR kTln[Bua(t)] Eq. 27

Thus, the radiolysis species, for this approximation, has a SF burn-up
dependence that is functionally similar to the burn-up dependence of the solid
species concentration [Cs] of Eq. 6 and the solid to liquid species ionic

concentration [CSL] of Eq. 7. Thus, if one identifies by a numerical regression
analysis over a set of dissolution rate data that a causal dependence exists on
the aggregate burn-up variable Bu, the mechanistic origin of the dependence
would probable require additional dissolution test. Assuming that these tests

were performed in an augmented external radiation field Fa~Xt(t)that is additive

to the intrinsic radiation field of the spent fuel then, Eq. 27 would be of the form:

lJLRCR= lJLROCR+ QRCR lfl[KcRd+ CR kTln[%(t)] + CR kTln[FdOl Eq. 28

and the radiation field of the dissolution tests could be varied independently
from the intrinsic radiation field of the fuel. This may isolate the aggregate spent
fuel burn-up dependence in the solid from that in the aqueous solution on the
dissolution response in test data. Then, numerical regression analysis[Ref 26]
of these data may isolation causality of any burn-up dependence mechanisms.

Summary
Two theoretical expressions are developed for the dissolution rate response of a
multi-component solid that has surface adsorption kinetics and radiolysis kinetics
when wetted by a multi-component aqueous solution. An application for this type of
dissolution response is the performance evaluation of multi-component spent nuclear
fuels(SNFs) for long term interim storage and for geological disposition. The theory is
formulated for a solid/liquid phase change discontinuity that propagates at a quasi-
steady velocity. The chemical reaction steps occurring at the solid-liquid interface are
assumed to control the rate of dissolution; rather than the rate limited by diffusion to
the solid-liquid interface. The non-equilibrium thermodynamic analysis is primarily
developed from the conservation of the energy rate equation across a solid-liquid
phase change discontinuity. This energy rate equation contains the internal energy
functional of classical thermodynamics for both the SNFS’ solid state, an idealized
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interface, the adjacent liquid state, and the radiolytic chemical species. Thus, the
derived equations for both dissolution rate responses are not represented in terms of
the Gibb’s thermodynamic potential, which typifies most existing physical chemistry
thermodynamic theories for dissolution rate expressions. There are two primary
assumptions used to derive the two functional dissolution rate expressions. The first
is that the irreversible production rate of entropy across the solid-liquid phase change
discontinuity is proportional to the propagation velocity of the solid-liquid interface.
The second is that the surface adsorption kinetics, which determines the active area
subsets where dissolution occurs, are dependent on some solid-liquid adsorption
isotherm and radiolytic chemical species. For purposes of illustration a modified
Temkin adsorption isotherm was selected. For this case, where the quasi-steady
dissolution rate is dependent on surface adsorption kinetics, there is also an
assumption that the surface density of active dissolution sites is at a thermodynamic
quasi-equilibrium, asymptotically stationary, state. The dissolution rate expression
has a functional dependence on adsorption isotherm kinetics, radiolysis kinetics, and
thermodynamic chemical potentials. For idealized dissolution processes that depend
on surface adsorption and radiolysis kinetics, approximations are made to obtain a
theoretical rate expressions for empirical and/or regression analysis of data. Based
on this analysis, the use of other adsorption isotherms, such as a Langmuir and/or
Freundlich isotherms, should also be considered when conjectures are made to
formulate alternative theoretical rate expressions. The coupled kinetics from
adsorption, from radiolysis, and from dissolution processes provide a challenge to
experimentally isolate, and then assign causal relationships by numerical regression
analyses on available sets of un-irradiated and spent nuclear fuel dissolution data.
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